Following Booker, concerns about sentencing disparityand particularly sentencing disparity among judges of the same court-grew. 3 Judge Myron Bright, a highly regarded and long-serving judge on the Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals, suggested a practical method for addressing intradistrict disparity concerns: he wanted judges to talk to each other. 4 But, again, how would judges from the same court speak constructively if they did not have hard data about each other derived from the thousands of cases they considered? It is one thing to gab about anecdotes, and quite another thing to analyze information in a systematic manner. In early March of 2012, the Transactional Records Access Clearinghouse (TRAC) released a report providing judge-specific sentencing data derived from a variety of sources other than the Sentencing Commission.
5 According to that report, Nebraska was (1) among the ten districts with the most judge-to-judge sentencing differences for drugs and (2) among the ten districts with the fewest judgeto-judge sentencing differences for white-collar crime. That data pertained to FY2007-2011.
A closer look at the underlying data from the TRAC report revealed problems with data-collection efforts that called into doubt at least some of the conclusions of the report. For example, after purchasing a subscription to the TRAC database, this author ran one query that showed that for the period 1986 through 2010, the TRAC data set could not determine the name of the judge or judges who sentenced 321 defendants, and those were the sentences that produced the highest median and average prison sentences.
Despite the data-collection problems, the TRAC report raised eyebrows. Internally, the judges of the District of Nebraska agreed to request judge-specific sentencing data from the Sentencing Commission. cases, the same thing is true. For all cases, every Nebraska judge imposed sentences within the Guideline range more frequently than sentences typically imposed nationally. That is particularly true for drug cases. For drug cases, there appears to be a marked difference between sentences imposed in Lincoln (higher) and sentences imposed in Omaha (lower). An Appendix with additional information is presented at the end of this article.
III. Conclusion
The United States District Court for the District of Nebraska is a relatively small court with a relatively small bar. We are a collegial group. The data provided by the Sentencing Commission will hopefully assist both the bench and bar in constructively addressing concerns about sentencing disparity. Following Judge Bright's suggestion, the data will provide Nebraska judges with something concrete to talk about. See, e.g., Frank O. Bowman, Nothing is Not Enough: Fix the Absurd Post-Booker Federal Sentencing System, 24 Fed. Sent'g Rep., text at nn.33-35 (2012) (''Whatever may be said about regional disparity, one of the acknowledged accomplishments of the Guidelines was that they reduced the degree of disparity between sentences imposed by different judges in the same district. As with regional disparity, there is not as yet definitive evidence of the effect of Booker on inter-judge disparity, but preliminary indications are consistent with the intuition that judges freed of appellate control will sentence more idiosyncratically than those subject to enforceable rules. The one rigorous study conducted in the District of Massachusetts showed that in the years following Booker, Kimbrough, and Gall, the effect of judge identity on sentencing outcome more than doubled. Now that the Transactional Records Access Clearinghouse has succeeded in creating a sentencing database with judge identifiers, it would be surprising indeed if similar results were not replicated in other districts.''). Id.
APPENDIX
The tables that follow were prepared by the author from data provided by the Sentencing Commission for the fiscal years 2007 through 2011. 7 Table numbers correspond with   table numbers 
